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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was field, unless othenwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of fillng/furnlshing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 



3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies IS Identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No, II Priority 



1 . El The following document has not been furnished: 

S copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bisA and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43bisA and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43te.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the intemational 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, If necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43d/s.1 (a)(1) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-15 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 


M5 




No: 


Claims 




Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-15 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V. 

1 The following documents are referred to in this communication: 

D1 : US3874479A(LUCKMEREDITHETAL)1 April1975(1975-04-01) 

D2: US-A-5 568 857 (CHEN KUAN-CHOU ET AL) 29 October 1 996 (1 996-1 0-29) 

2 Document D1 , which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the art, 
discloses (the references in parenthesis applying to this document): 

A movable table for serving out food (column 3, lines 48-51 ), the table having an 
operating position for serving out food and a transportation position (dismantled) 
for transporting the table. 

From this, the subject-matter of independent claim 1 and 15 differs in that: 
The movable table has two modules comprising automatic transferring device with 
a transferring mechanism that is disengaged when the table is in transportation 
position and connectable when the table is brought into operation position. 

2.1 The subject-matter of claim 1 and 1 5 is therefore novel (Article 33(2) PCT) 
The problem to be solved by the present invention may be regarded as: 
The time consuming in installing a movable table having an automated 
transferring device in a desired location. 

2.2 The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 and 15 of the present application 
is considered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following 
reasons: 

No document shows the combination mentioned in claims 1 or 15 

2.3 Claims 2-1 4 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of 
the PCT with respect to novelty and inventive step. 



Document D2 discloses (the references in parenthesis applying to this document): 
A liftable roller conveyor having two modules with a transferring mechanism that is 
operatively connectible to a transferring mechanism of a neighbouring module. 
From this, the subject-matter of independent claim 1 and 1 5 differs in that: 
The roller conveyor of D2 is not a movable table (It is often mounted on the floor), 
and the mechanism is not engaged or disengaged for transportation purposes. 
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3.1 The subject-matter of claim 1 and 1 5 is therefore novel (Article 33(2) PCT. 

3.2 The subject matter of claim 1 and 1 5 of the present application is considered as 
involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following reasons: 

A roller conveyor having a liftable section to allow persons, trucks etc. passing 
through has nothing in common with a table that is movable to be installed quickly 
at a new location for serving out food. 

3.3 Claims 2-14 are dependent on claim 1 and as such also meet the requirements of 
the PCT with respect to novelty and inventive step. 
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